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LONDON: SATURDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1853.

GOVERNMENT CHOLERA COMMISSION.

THE splendid Report on Cholera drawn up by Mr. FARR,
which exhibits the most valuable analysis of the facts relating
to this dire disease that we possess, opens with the following
passage:-

"If a foreign army had landed on the coast of England,
seized all the sea-ports, sent detachments over the surrounding
districts, ravaged the population through summer, after harvest
destroyed more than a thousand lives a day for several days in
succession, and, in the year it held possession of the country,
slain fifty-three thousand two hundred and ninety-three men,
women, and children, the task of registering the dead would
be inexpressibly painful; and the pain is not greatly diminished
by the circumstance that in the calamity to be described the
minister of destruction was a Pestilence that spread over the
face of the island, and found in so many cities quick poisonous
matters ready at hand to destroy the inhabitants." .

Well, indeed, might the Registrar mourn over his task! But

what should we say of the astounding folly, of the blank

stupidity of the Government and of the nation, if they were
tamely and in dumb terror to suffer that foreign army to keep
its hold on our sea-ports, and to extend its ravages through
the land, unopposed and unmolested? Such a total prostration
of energy and spirit as this implies, Englishmen are not likely
to witness. But may not the most torpid, the most bigoted,
the most ignorant perceive in the other part of the picture, in
the invasion by Pestilence, a foe as implacable and as deadly,
and experience a reproach as foul and as disgraceful?
In the case of the foreign army landing on our coasts-nay,

even in the event of a suspicion of such an outrage, every
patriotic resentment, every native energy would be roused; no
appliances would be spared ; no sums of money would be

grudged to destroy the enemy, or to drive him from our shores.
And yet could the foreign army inflict more misery upon indi-
viduals, or cause greater national calamities than the Pestilence?
Ought the invasion of the one to be regarded as a ground of
deeper humiliation than that of the other? Is there not an

equal dereliction of duty, an equal moral turpitude in passively
submitting to the devastation of the Pestilence, when it is in
our power to combat it successfully? Does any one still doubt

that the cholera may be fought and conquered? If there be

such an one, let him turn to the records of its march; let him
observe the localities where it takes up its quarters; let him

study the conditions of its existence.
What is to be done to arrest its deadly course, to expel the

cholera from our land, to deprive it of so much as a footing
on our soil, and if we cannot extirpate utterly this scourge of
humanity, at any rate to confine it within its indigenous limits,
the festering mud of the Ganges? It will be our present
object to point out the course which in our opinion an enlight-
ened government is imperatively called upon to pursue.
The Registrar-General’s report, the reports of the Board of

Health, the common experience of the medical profession and
the public, plainly establish certain important propositions.
The cholera first seizes on the sea-ports in populous places
built on alluvial soil, or the deltas of rivers; it is mainly de-
structive in low-lying situations, and loses much of its virulence
as higher locality is gained ; it runs riot and revels where the

drainage is bad, the water supply deficient and of bad quality,
the air contaminated and befouled by the exhalations of a
crowded population and of unwholesome manufactures; it
seizes with unrelenting avidity upon the feeble in body, the
depressed in mind, the half-starved, the half-naked, and the
badly-housed. The cholera has its favourite habitats and its
chosen victims. These truths are forcibly exemplified by the
fact, that the epidemic of 1848-9 followed the same track as it
did in 1831-2. It is true that it was much more fatal in some

places and less fatal in others at the two periods.
So true are the facts we have mentioned, that Mr. FARR

has pointed out on the map of England the head-quarters of
the pestilence, which he has graphically named the Cholera-
fields. There is the Bristol Cholera-field, extending along the
Severn upwards from its mouth; the Liverpool Cholera-field,
embracing the surrounding great manufacturing populations;
the Hull Cholera-field, stretching over the basin formed by
the Ouse, the Trent, and the Humber; there is the Tyne-
mouth Cholera-field, whose centre is Newcastle, and where
the pestilence has lately raged with a virulence and de-
structiveness far greater than in 1832; and, lastly, omitting
many of lesser note, there is the great London Cholera-

field, extending along the polluted and deadly banks of the
Thames, and which every indication points to as the next
scene of contest with the enemy.
But when we have learned all this,-when we have proved

’ it to demonstration, what is the real extent of our acquisition,
- what its available application? Is there anything new or
specially useful in the discovery that bad air, bad water, con-
fined habitations, or alluvial soils are unhealthy? Do not

these and cognate conditions favour typhus, scarlatina, measles,
puerperal fever, and every form of zymotic disease? Could we
not, &agrave; Iwiori, have pronounced that they would be equally
favourable to cholera?

What is the inevitable conclusion? Irresistibly this-that
our inquiry must go deeper; we must extend our observations
beyond the mere accidental circumstances which lend virulence
to the pest, and which accompany its career, but do not

constitute it or create it. Mr. FARR has recorded and ana-

lyzed a mass of facts of inestimable value indeed, but which
are far from exhausting the subject. When he has detailed

the ages at which the victims perished, and the leading cir-

cumstances amid which they fell, he has recorded nothing but
results. When Mr. FaRR and the Board of Health, and

others, have shown the conditions under which cholera gains
strength and deals destruction, they have simply shown that
cholera is subject to similar laws as are typhus and other forms
of epidemic disease; they have succeeded in illustrating some
of the laws of its development and progress. But we contend

that they have done little more: they have left the cardinal
point of the inquiry untouched; they reveal nothing of the
mysterious essence of the pestilence. The question, What is
cholera ? is left unsolved. Concerning this, the fundamental
point, all is darkness and confusion, vague theory, and a vain

speculation. Is it a fungus, an insect, a miasm, an electrical
. disturbance, a deficiency of ozone, a morbid offscouring from

the intestinal canal? We know nothing; we are at sea, in a
whirlpool of conjecture. The consequence of this ignorance is,

. that in spite of what we know-in spite of empirical warnings
to improve our sanitary condition, there is little reasonable

hope in anything that will or can be done that the cholera will
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not again be as terrible and as fatal as ever it has been before.
True, much may be usefully done in pruning down the rank
luxuriance of abuse-in diminishing the abominations of filth
and slothfulness. But diminish all this as much as possible,
how can we hope to destroy the fundamental peculiarities
upon which the insalubrity of alluvial soils depends ? Can we

subvert the geological foundations of the globe? We may
render the favourite habitats less conducive to the development
of cholera, and this is much ; but it is impossible to anticipate
such complete success as to render them altogether unfit for
its sojourn. Our greatest success is but one of degree; it can-

not be absolute. Yet why should we despair of crushing the
enemy in embryo ? What forbids us from making the attempt
to track the full-grown monster back to its origin? We say
again that this is the only rational course to explore.
Every analogy leads to the conclusion that the essential

cause of cholera consists in a morbid poison, which under
certain congenial conditions becomes developed into activity,
and ferments in the blood. Science has detected the poison of
small-pox; it has also discovered the antidote. Should we

despair of similar success in the case of cholera? We believe
not. Well-directed systematic investigations, on a scale com-
mensurate with the importance and the difficulty of the under-

taking would assuredly lead to the detection of that pestilential
germ, that morbific something, which has hitherto eluded im-

perfect research, and which has consequently been able to

develope itself to the destruction of mankind.
Shall we point out the insufficiency, the hopelessness-a

hopelessness which weighs upon every one--of our present
means of studying this subject? The most efficient public
machinery we possess is undoubtedly the General Register
Office; but, as we have seen, that office can but chronicle results:
it cannot investigate causation. The Epidemiological Society
contains much of the requisite science and good-will, but the
means at its disposal are totally inadequate. The Board of

Health has claims of greater pretension; and some of its pro-
ceedings have not been deficient in energy or ability. But

this Board, whether deservedly or not we cannot now stop to
inquire, has lost the confidence of Parliament, of the country,
and of the profession. It also has overlooked the main point
of the inquiry. That Board is absolutely self-disqualified for
the purpose; and the fatal reason is this:&mdash;It is already wedded
to a theory. It scoffs at the notion of infection. The question
is prejudged by its members. Everything they witness is made
to tend to support their dogma.. They must miss the solution.
The hidden truth can only be discovered by the humble and the
unbiassed. Special machinery of vast capabilities is required.
We unhesitatingly and broadly declare,-and confident are we
that our proposal will receive the unanimous sanction of the
members of the medical profession in this country,-that it is
the imperative duty of the responsible advisers of the Crown to
appoint forthwith a

GOVERNMENT CHOLERA COMMISSION.

A reliance upon private resources, or the efforts of voluntary
societies, at a moment like this, with the pestilence hourly
counting its victims, is a dalliance with death, and indicates a
want of foresight, an absence of judgment, and an indifference
to the sufferings of the least fortunate of our fellow-creatures,
really disgraceful to the character of the nation. Of neces-

sity such a Commission as we have named would be specially

charged with the task of determining not only the laws of
cholera, but its nature and its essence. When this has been

done, as by patience, by skill, by adequate appliances, it as-

suredly may, then the resources of modern science will not be
slow in discovering not a mere palliative remedy, such as are
our sanitary nostrums, but a real prophylactic, as certainly,
as absolutely protective as is vaccination against the small-
pox,

Is not such an object worthy of the most energetic efforts?
Shall we stand by in passive despair, and neglect this great and
obvious duty, out of doubt of success ? Shall we, out of

ignorant parsimony, haggle about the cost of the inquiry ? Shall
we be guilty of the folly and the iniquity of yielding to a con-
temptible spirit of penny-wisdom, and show ourselves profligate
of human life ? What would be the cost ? We cannot say :
but this is certain, that at any cost the thing must be done.
Commissions, far from economical, and of very doubtful utility
are common enough. Commissions are daily appointed to find
out what every one knows. Did it need, for example, a com-
mission to discover that bribery and corruption had long
flourished as moral plagues in a score or two of parliamentary
boroughs ? And shall we hesitate, on account of the expense,
to institute a commission properly organized and invested with
sufficient funds and power to scrutinize successfully the nature
of cholera, and to devise the means of destroying, in the germ,
that raging pestilence which threatens to become endemic in
these islands. It has been said, with truth, that one of the
main causes of the British supremacy in commerce is the

greater salubrity of this country. Shall we, by the most
culpable and idiotic parsimony and supineness, foster the

growth of this horrible plague amongst us, and think to save
our pockets at the risk of encountering a fatal blow to our
national prosperity ?

It may be said that the working of such a Commission as we
demand would cost a large sum of money,-that the expendi--
ture would amount to &pound;50,000 or &pound;100,000; but when the

objects contemplated are considered-namely, a saving of the
lives of hundreds of thousands of human beings, if the expense
were to amount to ONE MILLION of pounds sterling, the ob--
jection to such expenditure could only be made by an idiot, a
lunatic, or a monster in human form. The inexpressible im-

portance of this subject will induce us next week to enter into’
some details respecting the appointment of the Commission
we suggest.

THE medical year commences with October. The schools give
us our almanack. We have just witnessed the inauguration of
the medical session as far as students are concerned. This year

larger bodies of new students have, we are informed, flocked
to the London colleges than have entered to the same, in any
previous year of our medical history. In every medical school
and college, our students are now settled down to their laborious-
but important winter studies. The hum of teachers and pupils
again mingles with the sighs of patients waiting for relief from
disease, or release from suffering. But the students’ session is

not the only medical session the commencement of which em-

phasizes the present portion of the year. We have now arrived

at the annual session of the medical societies; the scenes of
continuous medical education, not among youthful students,
but among those medical practitioners who are not content
to remain stationary, but who desire to possess the improve-


